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For Appellant 



EXAMINER'S ANSWER 

This is in response to the appeal brief filed April 9, 2004. 



(1) Real Party in Interest 

A statement identifying the real party in interest is contained in the brief. 
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(2) Related Appeals and Interferences 

The brief does not contain a statement identifying the related appeals and 
interferences which will directly affect or be directly affected by or have a bearing on the 
decision in the pending appeal is contained in the brief. Therefore, it is presumed that 
there are none. The Board, however, may exercise its discretion to require an explicit 
statement as to the existence of any related appeals and interferences. 

(3) Status of Claims 

The statement of the status of the claims contained in the brief is correct. 

(4) Status of Amendments After Final 

The appellant's statement of the status of amendments after final rejection 
contained in the brief is correct. 

(5) Summary of Inven tion 

The summary of invention contained in the brief is correct. 

(6) Issues 

The appellant's statement of the issues in the brief is correct. 

(7) Grouping of Claims 

Appellant's brief includes a statement that claims 1-16 do not stand or fall 
together and provides reasons as set forth in 37 CFR 1.192(c)(7) and (c)(8). 

(8) Claims Appealed 

The copy of the appealed claims contained in the Appendix to the brief is correct. 
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(9) Prior Art of Record 

DiZenzo et al. "Run-Based Algorithm for Binary Image Analysis and Processing" 
IEEE Transactions on Pattern Analysis and Machine Intelligence, Vol. 18, No. 1 
(January 1996), pp. 83-89 

(10) Grounds of Rejection 

The following ground(s) of rejection are applicable to the appealed claims: 
Claims 1-3, 7, 8 and 10-14 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being 

anticipated by Di Zenzo et al (Run-Based Algorithm for Binary Image Analysis and 

Processing). 

This rejection is set forth in prior Office Action, Paper No. 6. 

(11) Response to Argument 

Appellants' arguments have been fully considered but they are not persuasive. 
Appellants argue in essence that prior arts of record (Di Zenzo et al.) do not represent 
the binary image in a pixel matrix. Appellants further argue that the binary image is 
represented by the graph shown in Figure 1 which do not meet any recognizable 
conception of a matrix. 

It is respectfully submitted that a binary image (which is a subset of digital image) 
is inherently represented by a matrix of rows and columns wherein each element of the 
matrix is a pixel that can be addressed individually for processing by a digital computer. 

Di Zenzo et al.'s invention clearly represent the binary image in a pixel matrix as 
described in Section 1, Paragraph 3, indicating that a binary image is completely 
specified by a linked list of its runs or run representation which includes matrices of 1xm 
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rectangles of binary image pixels. A vertical pixel matrix in Di Zenzo et al.'s invention is 
represented by three integers x, y, z, where x is the column number, while y and z are 
the row numbers of the first, and, respectively, the last pixels of the matrix. This applies 
analogously to a horizontal row matrix. 

It is further submitted that Figure 1 is comprised of Figures 1(a) and 1(b). Figure 
1(a) undoubtedly represents pixel matrices of the binary image as explained in Page 85, 
first Paragraph of Column 1 . Figure 1 (b) depicts the corresponding graph of the pixel 
matrices. 

Appellants' further arguments concerning Claims 2 and 7 issues are moot since 
Di Zenzo et al disclose a representation of the binary image in a pixel matrix. 

For the above reasons, it is believed that the rejections should be sustained. 



Respectfully submitted, 



Mehrdad Dastouri 
June 24, 2004 




Conferees 



Amelia Au 




